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P R I T Z K E R  
M I L I T A RY L I B RA RY 

61 0 Nurlh Fairbonks Court 2"d Floor 
Chicago, IL 6061 1 

VIA FAX: 202-418-2802 

July 20, 2004 

Commissioncr Michael J. Copps 
Fcdrral Communications Commission 
445 12U' St., sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

RECEIVED 
AUG I ,? 2004 

Re. WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

1 am writing to strongly urge the FCC to oppose adding any new charges 
and/or fees to enhanced service prepaid calling card calls. 

These enhanced prepald calling cards are vital to keeping servicemen 
and setwccwomen in touch with family and friends while they are 
stationed across the country or abroad. These cards are easy to use, 
inexpenswe and fulfill a clear need among servicemen and servicewomen 
who are without mobile phones or who might be constantly rotated. 

Current, dynamic competition has dramatically lowered connection 
costs, particularly long distance costs. That is why I am so concerned 
that large, unfair in-state access fees and other charges may soon be 
placed on these callsl 

America's servicemen and servicewomen rely on the current calling card 
system. Instituting new fees on prepaid calling cards will make it more 
costly and difficult for the men and women fighting for our counlry to 
keep in contact with their loved ones Please reject any petition to add 
new chdzes and fees to prepaid calling cards. 6K Edward C. Tra 
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July 16.2004 RECEl VED 
The Hononlble Michael Powell 
Chairman. ‘:-he Federal Communlcat~ons Commission 

Washingtor, DC 20554 

AUG 1 3 2004 

Office of the Secretaly 
.’’ 

’ . Federal Communications ~ ~ r n ~ i ~ ~ i ~ ~  
. .  - .  , 445 121h sweet, sw . .  

Re: Support for ATBtT pre-paid calling card filing (Dockn 03-133) 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Th! US0 (United S c ~ k e 5  Organization) is chartered by the Congress as a non-pmfir chtuitable 
corporation. It is  endorsed by the Pnaidcnt of the United Srates and thc Department of Defense. 

Tht; USO’s mission is to pravide morale, welfare and rccnation service ro uniformed military 
Pcrsonncl. That’s why the US0 established “Operation Phone Home”, our extremely successful project 
to prwidc Free pte-paid calling cuds to service members, 95% of who use prepid  calling cards. 

families. That’s why the USO, just as we did in August of 2oO3, strongly urges the FCC’s support of 
ATBT’s tiling for declaratory judgment on cnhrnced calling cud  services. 

Th::se pre-paid calling cards ate a lifetine for many troops sewing far away h i n  their friends and 

Ifll~c FCC subjects t h e  prepaid card cnllsto intrastate access charges and USF. the price 
consumers pay for these calls would increase by nearly 20%. New 4Ccc.s~ charges would disrupt the 
succes of ‘operation Phone Home”. It would directly interfere with the ability of military men and 
women to [phone home from frr away, because as wsw rise to providers. they will quickly be passed 
along to consumers - including men and wamen in uniform. 

Thc FCC has an obligation to stop this from happening. -A T&Ts netl ’tion on 
Docker03.133. 

ulcerc , .L E President and Chief Executive Officer 

. .  



Daniei Piatt 
66 Hollis street 

~ahcbwra, New Hmpshirt? 03101 

I understand rhat the Fedaal Cammunications Commission (FCC) will BOOD be 
canti iwg whether or not to add additiaml iocd calling fees onto pre-paid calling cards. I urge 
you to &&I frm doing su. 

Prepaid calling cards are one of the easiest and most affordable ways to &e long 
distance callr. BM~IUSE it 3s such a compotidvc indurb3; I can 6cprch mnnd far the most 
competitiw rates. But iF additional fees are added and prices go up, it certainly wont make it a3 
appealing a sewkc tu it is now. 

This segns like aftempt  ti^ fske additional money from people around &e nation wha can 
least afford it. P W  wnsidcr my request w b  making a decision on this issue. 
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July 20,2004 

Commissioner Michael Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

AUG 1 4 7~04 
Federal Communicatic::: ; :.remission 

Office of tile Secreiiiiy 

Dear Commissioner Copps : 

As the owner of a small business, I have often found that most effective way to organize 
some of my telephone expenses is by utilizing pre-paid calling cards. 1 Look for the most 
affordable rate, then can monitor the usage on my card. 

It is a convenient and organized way to track my expenses. For this reason, I was very 
concerned to hear that there is an attempt by the Bell Companies to add hidden fees to 
this service. I have also heard that their proposal could add charges that are 20 times 
higher then the current charges. 

Their argument that these calls should be considered in-state calls is just ridiculous. If 
other calling card users are like me. a majority of the calls placed using the cards are long 
distance. 

This is obvious just an attempt to charge telephone users more money. Please ensure that 
we continue to be chargcd fairly and competition is allowed to flourish. 

Shawn Millerick 
President 



JUL-21-2004 22:08 FR0M:OHIO SENATE 614 466 7662 T0:912024182802 P: 1’2 

PhonC! 4658064 Fax: 466-7662 

Fax 
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AUG 1 3 2004 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of tile Secrebry 

TO: Cornrnlssioner Copps From: LEaOwen 

FW: 202-41 8-2502 Pages: 2 

Phone: Date: 7/22/2004 

Re: Prepaid Calling Cards Cc: 

0 Urgent 0 For Review 0 Please Comment 0 Please Reply 0 Please R e c y c l e  
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DAYID GOODMAN 

OHIO SENATE 
3rd Di&a 

State Senator COMMITEES: 
Chairman. Judiciary 

Phone 61,44664064 Finance Commirtec 
Comrnirrcr for Civil JIISIICC 

Scnatc Building, Columbus, Ohio 4321.5 

Fax 6 14-466-7662 Judiciq Cornrnirruc for 

July 22. 2004 

Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner 
Fcdcral Communications Commission 
445 12" Street sw 
Woshington. DC 20554 

Dear Coniinissioner Copps, 

Many of my constituents use prepaid calling cards to control their. monthly telephone expenses. 
(:onsurners can shop for Ihe best price and monitor the minutes remaining on cards. It's a good 
way 1.0 cnsurc tbal klephoue costs come in on budget month after month. 

With so illrniy other uncertainties in the busincss world right now. consumers like beiug able to 
count on the consistent exp i se  control with pre-paid calliiig cards. For this reason, I'm very 
conceiiied about the Bell Cornpanics w d n g  t.o add bidden charges to pre-paid calling cards. 
The proposal they've made will add charges h a t  are 20 times higher than the charges now 
included in tlie pre-paid card's prices. 

The Bells arc arguing that pre-piid card calls should he considcrcd in-staic calls and w e d  tlie 
same way. Tn fact. m n y  calls made with prepaid cards src long-distance calls. Consumers call a 
roll-frcc number. listen to a message, and then dial thcit call. Clearly, prepaid card calls should 
bc assessed only interstate access charges, no1 the higher in-state access charges. 

Tho boll Companies make billions of dullurs a ycar. Thc in-statc fccs thcy'rc Scckking bear nu 
rcsemblaiice to the Bells' actual costs. They're exorbitant and unncccssq. The Bells are 
completely conipensatcd by long-distance access fees already in place for calling car-d calls. 

1 irgree that only inl.crstate access charges should apply to pi-e-pid calling card calls, not in-statc 
fees. Only if interstate charges are protcctcd can long-distance phone companies continuc to 
offer small busincsscs and consumers low ratcs for pre-paid calling cards, a nice respite from 
inflationary prices in other markets. The FCC should reject tlie Bells' proposal for adding in-state 
fees to prc-paid calling cards. 

State Senator 
Y District 



FLORIDA COMPETIT RIERS ASSOCIATION 

VIA FACISIMILE 

July 23.2004 

The Honorable Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: Pre-paid calling card docket (Docket 03-133) 

RECEI\JED 

AbG 1 2004 
Federal Cainmilmcations Commission 

Office of t ie  Secretary 

The Florida Competitive Carriers Association (FCCA) is deeply concerned over BellSouth’s and 
Verizon’s position in this docket to assess intrastate access charges on prepaid calling card 
snhanced services. We believe this position to he both contrary to past FCC policies and counter 
to the long efforts by the FCC and states to bring intrastate and interstate access charges to 
parity. 

BellSouth’s and Verizon’s position appears contrary to the FCC’s long-standing policy that 
enhanced services are interstate in nature. Attempting to apply intrastate access charges on calls 
that clearly meet the FCC’s definition of an interstate enhanced service flies in the face ofthis 
policy. 

Additionally, BellSouth’s and Verizon’s desires in this docket countermand the FCC’s and state 
commissions’ continued efforts to end the disparity between interstate and intrastate access 
charges. Attempting to assess intrastate access on yet another service does not further this goal, 
hut rather helps perpetuate this inequality. Because ofthis discrepancy, here is yet another 
attempt to arbitrage these rates to BellSouth’s and Verizon’s financial advantage. 

For these reasons, the FCCA urges the FCC to reject BellSouth’s and Verizon’s position in this 
docket. 

Regards, 

Mark Long 
Executive Director 

P.O. Box 1 8  1023 
8 5 0 . 5 6 2 . 9 4 5 1  

TAWASSEE, FWRIDA 323 1 8  



Chairman Michasl Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, 5.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Met No 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

On behalf of th Asian h i m n  Legal Defense and Education Fund (AALDEF), 1 urge 
the FCC nol to place new and hlgher 
card services. Naw charges would I 
low-tncome and fixedincome individu9kr, who rely on prepaid catling osrds to stay 
connected. 

AALDEF is a 30-year old, New York-ba 
the civrl rights of AsMn Amartcans thro 
education. Wa represent Agian immig 
people who are often not fully proficient in Englleh. 

For low- and dxed-income IndiMduals, prepaid calling card services Bra an important 
means of staying in touch with friends and family across the country. In fact, prepaid 
cards may be the only means for disadvantaged consumers to make telephone calls 
within a tight budget. 

The FCC should not change its policy by impoglng new 'in-state" access chargles and 
fees on calling cards. Su& a policy would be high& deirhental to W-lncome Asian 
American consumers. 

I urge the, FCC to make sum that prepaid calling cards remain free of these extra 
charges and fees. 

6s charges and fee6 en prepaid ualling 
Se the price of SWViCeS for thous@nds Of 

on that protacts and promotes 
cacy and m m u n l t y  
nts and other low-income 

cc: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Cammissioner Kathleen Abrnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martrn 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

Sincere1 

Marga t FA 
Execut e Director 

I 

A A L D E F  A S I A N  AMERICAN L E G A L  DEFENSE A N D  EDUCATION F U N D  

T ~ I  2 ' 2  966 5932 F a x  2 1 2 . 9 6 6  4 3 0 3  ?004galneaaldef .org  
99 H u d s o n  S t r e e t ,  1 2 t h  F l o o r  N Q W  Y o l k ,  N o w  York 1 0 0 1 3  

.m,̂ 

http://004galneaaldef.org


FROM : Jim-O'Rourke FQX NO. : 7085792153 Jul. 21 2004 82:39PM PI 

THE AMERICAN LEGION 
Yh District, Department of Illinois 

Robert E. Coulter Jr. Post No. 1941 
900 South LaGrange 

c/o RECEIVED 

July 21, 2004 

Dcar xVcrnhcrs of the FCC: 

Re Opposiuon t.o Ptoposcd Rate Change for Phone Cards 

As you know, OUT service men and women routinely use the prcpiud c a k g  cards to 
stay connected with family, hends and loved ones whilc stationed across the country 
or abroad. I m i  notifyimg you that I object to thc Vedcral Communications 
Commiatiion consiiicration of a niltng that  would significantly incrcasc the costs char 
apply ro enhwccd prepaid calling cards, rcsulting in sharp price increases for the tens 
of nullions of consumers who use them - a large portion of which arc military 
pcrsonncl. 

Research shows that 95"h of military personnel use prepaid cards. Today, t h c x  
cards provide exbcmcly low c&g ratcs ro consumers. If you subject thew calls to  
new access charges, the price chat consumers pay for these calls would increase by 
nearly ?On/,. This increase mill adversely Rffecr the cost for d t a i y  personnel using 
thcsc cards, and will impact pricing for Operation Enduring Frredom/Iraqi 
Frccdom. 

In concluion, I strongly urge the FCC tu rcjcct any new Iate increases to enhanced 
prcpaid cahig  cards. 

Smcerely, 
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July 2 1,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R EC El VED 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

On behalf of the Asian Business Association of Los Angeles, Inc. (ABA), I am 
writing because our members are deeply concerned about a potential change in 
FCC policy that would impose new, hidden access charges and fees on pre-paid 
calling cards. 

The ASA represents Asian business owners to promote and improve the climate for 
small businesses and to educate our members about proposed government policies 
that would impact them. 

Pre-paid calling card services are an important means for Asian-Americans, 
particularly those on low and fixed incomes, to stay in touch. Most Asian- 
Americans are born overseas, arriving here without bank accounts or credit 
histories to get phone service in their homes. Pre-paid calling cards allow 
consumers to stay in touch and connected in an affordable manner. As a result, the 
Asian-American community is among the fastest-growing markets for these pre- 
paid cards, as 10% of Asian-American households have used these cards. 

In addition, small businesses market nationwide and sell pre-paid cards in humble 
storefront and convenience stores and sophisticated on-line marketing operations 
Imposing additional fees on pre-paid cards will raise the price and decrease the 
opportunity for small businesses to sell these cards. 

Moreover, 1 understand that the in-state access charges that the FCC may impose 
would be remitted to the local telephone company, even if that local telephone 
company does not provide the long-distance service sold on the particular calling 
card. This corporate subsidy arrangement strikes me as unfair. In short, imposing 
these fees would amount to taking money directly from consumers and small 
businesses and placing it in the pockets of these large local telephone companies. 

I urge the FCC not to impose higher access charges and fees on pre-paid calling 
cards. If you do, many of the nation's most price-sensitive telephone consumers 
and small businesses will immediately feel the burden. 

11 11 Corporate Center Drive, Suite 3058 Monterey Park, CA 91754 (323) 264-ABA7 Fax (323) 264-8188 
infoaaba-la.org m.aba-la.org 

http://infoaaba-la.org
http://m.aba-la.org
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BUSINESS ASSOCIATION 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Jou 
President 

ccs: Commissioner lichac copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator Dianne Feinstein 
Senator Barbara Boxer 

111 1 Corporate Center Drive, Suite 3058 Monterey Park, CA 91754 (323) 264-ABA7 Fax (323) 264-8188 
info@aba-la.org www.aba-la.org 

mailto:info@aba-la.org
http://www.aba-la.org
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K E V  JAbIl~”4 DEMliS /I Chairman Michael K. Powell Federal Coinrnunioaticiis C W ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  t‘nwal,\.c I),*,.. ,,. 
Commissioner ‘Mic+ar?l J. Copp 
Cominisuiamr Kathleai 9. Abernathy 
Chmmissioller Kevin 1. Martin 
C;oltimissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, [kc‘. 20554 

Office of tiie SECrElary 

July 16, 2004 

Ke: WCDOCWNO. 03-133 

h r  Chairinail I’owell and C!ommissioners: 

M R S  J o S ~ . P l i l ~ l : ’ f l . l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ f I . i .  During last wedc‘s NAACP Annual CorlVenlkm, tiimdreds of attendees Wtm Outr&ged 
to learn that the Commission is consideriag an i n m s c  in the fees charged for wlls 
made via prepaid calling cards. I writ0 to you today with the hope that you will 
maintain the aKbrdability of calling ea& for low-incurne minoritiw. 

Pre-paid c a l l i  cards arc the primary i m n f i  of communication .for many African- 
Amwimns; an estimated 7Wh nf households have used the car&. The mrLb a h  cifTer 
H reliable itimns for those living on subrtsndrrd incomm. Son= 60% aT card usecs 
earning less thnn $20,000 annually report emking ca.lts regularly. 

The mr8s we cost+Kitivc wad allow fairtilies to shy in touch nylardlms of inconrt. 
Rut the valua extends beyond mere correspondmw. Fer Amwkms who can’t a f k d  
(or don’t have sufEcimt credit history) to establish home phone wrvico, wiling cards 
oftkr a vital avmue for coneating putmtial employers mid physicians and for 
motnpluting mwny of lifi’a daily duties. 

The laot .%w ycars have been hard enough for African A~nwictuxi liviiig along the 
poverty line - unemployment is up 28% since 2001 and consnmer prim for fuel and 
dairy are on the rise. The last lhin3 they nacd is to face new fees tacked on to low coost 
telcphorta scrvims, particularly givcri the fwt that it is the large, local plioiw w)rnpaiiiw 
that will be&% most from the additional revmuu. 

Thus, I challenge you not to impcise additional fees on pre-paid calling cards and to 
stand by current policy, which has inwred affordshlephonc? servicc for so many 
Amerionns. 

~ ‘ w ) ~  
I’iiiliiiiiiliiiiiiriitl 



July 16, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4.45 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

R EC E NED 
AUG 1 2 2004 

I am writing.to add my voice to the growing number of poups and individuals apposed to efforts 
by the local Bell tel~phone companies to circumvent cumnt rules on ca1.l~ placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many oases, dramatically higher 
rates - for con,sumers who plmce the calls. A s  you approach your work on this docket, I implorc 
you to keep the needs ofcon~-umers in mind d e r  &an the pleadings ofthe four Bell companies. 

T h e  Bell companies wantto *get those calls in which. a MH.Ior uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his orher PIN. The dk, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in anofher state -- let’s say in Nebraska From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non.proflt or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia Currmt rules, as well RS couupon same. state 
that this represents rwo calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one From Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subjcct to intersate access charges bccausa there i~ a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia 

But the Bell companies want to treat thir. as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fiction of what they want to charge co~sumers. 

Prices arc a h a d y  rising for gas, milk and othar products. Consumers don’t need higbcr prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blaranr giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am .aware that the long distance compariies and others that sell p-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to.pmtect their customers’ inte~sts in t h i s  manner. It is 
now time for the FCC 1u weigh in on the side of consumersand show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

J CMAJ ccs: Commissioncr Kathleen Q. Aberna y 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Sonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin mar ti^^ 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commksion 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not impose new access Caarges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up tbe cost for 
minoriq or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in th& c o m m ~ t k s .  

Asian-Americans, including Chinese-Americans, ate among the fastest adopters of pre- 
paid cards Ten percent of Asian-American households have used them, and this number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability of pre-paid cards is of tbe utmost importance to 
low- and fixed-income comumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch with friends and relatives across the country. 

With other goods like gits and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. In particular, many low-income househo1,ds who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before getti% a phone 
With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “connected” as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many of the other daily appohtments that we 
all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that tbe FCC would impose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some ofthe nation’s larges? local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make m e  
that these charges wiU not apply to prepaid calling cards. 

ccs: Scnator 
senatoi 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Stred, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I m writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed t o  efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent ourrent rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramaticaUy higher 
rates -for consumcrs who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implora 
you to kecp the needs of COIISIUIIE*S in mind rather than the pleadings afthe four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies wantto target those calls in which acaller uses a prepaid callbp card and 
dials a toll-free number. along with his or her PIN. Tbe caller, wbo may be in Virginia. for 
example, is connected to a “platfom” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of  someone in Virginia Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebtaska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because thore is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so &ey can levy exorbitant in- 
state access chatges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are. only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers 

Prices are akmdy rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher pnces for 
phone calls too, especially when thhese higher rates represent a IrlaTant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an efFort to protect their customers’ jnterests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC lo wei& in on the side of consumw~ and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemn J y &AJ 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kcviii 1. Marlin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. AdeMein 
Scnator 
Senmr 



July 16.2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S . W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RECElVED 

Re: WC .Wocket.No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed, t o  efforts 
by tk local Bell telephone cornpamias to c.ircumvent,cumt rules on calls pkedwith a pre-paid 
odUjng card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in m y  cases, dr;unaticdly higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calk.. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather thm.the pleadings afthe four Bell companies. 

The Bell compan,ies want to twget those calls in which acaller use6 a.pre-paid calling cwd and 
dials a toll-l-free.number, along with his or her PIN. The callm, who may be h Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “plat&om” in another mte - let’s say in Nebrska. From this 
“p,latfom,“ he or she haars a message abou,t a company, non-profit or person. The caIlsr then. 
dials the telephone number of.sornwne in Virginia. Current rules, as well BS cbmm~n SBDSB, state 
that this,rOpresmts two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and m e  from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both caUs are subject to intorstate access charges betause there is a call to Nebraska and th0n a 
separate call to Vii-gini,a. 

But the Bell companies want to tmat this as a single in-state call so.&hey can levy exorbitsnt in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whafsoevw to the Ball companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want, to charge c o m m m .  

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumm don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four 1 , q e  
corporations. 

I am aware mar the long d,istauce companies and others that sell pre-pnid calling cards have 
weighed.-in..with the FCC in an effott,to,protect their.~u,~orners’.inre~sts in this manner. Xt is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of con.sumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adclstein 
Senatoi- 
Senatoi- 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

?he FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for 
minority or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

Asian-Americans, incl.uding Chinese-Americans, are among the fastest adopters of pre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-Ameri.c& househol.ds have used them,. and, this number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability of pre-paid cards is of the utmost impo-ce to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch with friends and relatives across the country. 

With other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. In particular, many low-income households who arc on 
fixed incomes dcpmd upon prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit rcquiremenk that local phone companies insist upon before getting a phone. 
With prepaid cards, con.sumers can make calk from payphones or the Telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay ‘‘conn~~ted’’ as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many of the other daily appointmen,ts that we 
all haw. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some ofthe nation’s largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of  such charges. The BCC should stand up far consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply to prepaid caNimg cards. 

ccs: Senator 
Senatoi ...._, -... 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

RECElVED 
AUG I 3 70134 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC shnuld not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling Cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will, simply drive up the cost for 
m,inarity or disadvan,taged individuals to stay in toucli in their communities. 

Asian-Americans, including Chinese-Americans, are among the fastest adopters ofpre- 
paid cards. Tea, percent of Asian-American households have used them,.and this number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability ofpre-paid cards is ofthe utmost importance to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, since t h ~ y  offer an easy, economical m y  to S a y  in 
touch with friends and relativcs across the country. 

With other goods like gas and milk rising tbese days, we should not now be faced with 
rising teleph0n.e costs as well. h particular, many low-income households who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon prepaid service because they cannot meet tbe credit rating or 
he& deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before g d n g  a pb,one. 
With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “connected” as a e y  
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we 
all have. 

I simply find it unimaa&able that the FCC would impose new charges and ~ E E S  on these 
cards. Some of the nation’s largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply to prepaid d i n g  cards. 

Sinccrely, 

ccs: Senator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chaiman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Katbleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not'impose new access cbarges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will'sjmpty drive up tbe cost for 
minority or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in tbek communiti.es. 

Asian-Amekans, including Chinese-Americans, are am,ong the fastest adopters of pre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-American households have used them, and this number 
is growiug. Moreover, the affordability of pre-paid cards is ofthe utmost importance to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economicnl way to stay in 
touch with friends and relatives across the counay. 

WMi other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. In ~"icular, many low-income households who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon prepaid servicc because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before getting a phone. 
With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
family nknbers and neigh,bors. They can use these cards to stay "connected" as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we 
all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable tbat the FCC would impose new c h g e s  and fees on these 
cards. Some o f  the nation's largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply to prepaid mlling cards. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Senator 
Sen ator 
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July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissjoner Michael Copp 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
F e d 4  Communicatim Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE,: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dcar Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and feos upon prepid Callin,g cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for 
minority or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

Asian-h.ericans, including Chinese-Ammicms, are among the fastest adopters of pre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-hnerican bauseholds have used them,.and th i s  number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability of pre-paid cards i,s ofthe utmost importance to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch with &ends and relatives across the country. 

With other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced With 
rising telephone costs as well. Jn particular, many low-incom,e households who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon prepaid service because they c m o t  meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before getting a phone. 
With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
family members mid neighbors. They can USE these cards to stay “connected” as they 
look for jobs, bunt for housing, or schedule many of the othcr daily appointments that we 
all have. 

I simply find j t  unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some of the nation’s largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that tb.ese charges will not apply to prepaid callling cards. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Senator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Comissiorm Kathleen Abmathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

T h e  FCC should not impose new access cbarges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will si,mply drive up the cost for 
minority OT disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch h their communities. 

Asian-Americm.s, includmg Chinese-Americans, are among the fastest adopters of pre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-Amaican households have used tb,em,.and tks number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability of prepaid cards is of the ufmost importance to 
low- and,fixed-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch with friends and relatives across the cowtry. 

With other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now bc faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. h particular, many low-income households who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before getting a phone. 
With prepaid cards, ~onsm,ers can make calk from payphones OT the telephones o f  
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “connected” as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we 
dl have. 

I simply % i d  it unimaginable that the FCC would j,mpose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some ofthe nation‘s largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The PCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charees will not apply to prepaid calling cards. 

ShceTely, 

ccs: Scnator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners. 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and feos upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you ~ O V E  to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for 
minority or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

Asian-herkans, including Chinese-Americans, are among the fastest adopters ofpre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-American households have used them, and this number , 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability of pre-paid cards is ofthe utmost importance to 
low- and fixed-income comumm, since they offer an m y ,  economical way to stay in 
touch with friends and relatives P C ~ O S S  the country. 

With orher goads Iike gas and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced with ~ 

risi,n,g telephone costs as well. In particular, many low-income households who are on ~ 

fixed incomes depend upon prepaid sentice because they cannot meet the credit rating or ~ 

hefty deposi,t requirements that local phone companies insist upon before getting a phone. ~ 

With prepaid, cards, cons~mer~ can make calls from pay-phones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “connected” as they ~ 

look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we 
all h,ave. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some ofthe nation’s largest local telephone companies would be the bjggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumem and make sure 
that these chargcs will not apply to prepaid calling cards. 

Sincere1 y . 

ccs: Senator 
Scnator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Com,missioner Michael Cops  
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
F e d 4  Communications Commission 
445 12th Street S.W. 
Washingtoq DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not impose new access c h g e s  and fees upon. prepaid 0alb.g cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the C O . ~  for 
minority or disadvmtaged individuals to stay in touch in the& communities. 

Asian-Americans, including Chinese-American,s, are among the fastest adopters o f  prc- 
paid cards. Ten percent ofAsian-Americ& households have used them,. and this numbcr ~ 

is growing. Moreova, tbe affordability of pre-paid cads is ofth,e utmost hpor?mce to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch with friends and relatives across the counby. 

With other goods l i e  gas and milk rising these days, we sbould not now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. In particular, many low-income households who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposi,t requirements that local phone companies insist upon before getting a. phone. 
With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
f m i l y  members and neighbors. They can USE these cards to stay “connected” as they 
look forjobs, hunt for housing, OT schedule many of the othet daily appointments that WE 
all have. 

1 simply find it wimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some of the nation‘s largest local telephon,e companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply to prepaid calling cards. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Scnator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I w writing to add my voice to the growing number o f  gmwps and individuals opposed t n  erforts 
by the local Bell tdephone companies to circumvent ourrent rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will result in hlgherrates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -For consumers who place the calls. As you a p p c h  your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of msumers in mlnd rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials atoll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a mwage about a company, nan-pmft or perm. Tbe d e r  then 
dials the telephone number of swrneone IU Virginia. Current rules, as well as comm0;n sense, state 
that tbis represents two calls, one from Vicginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virgo~a. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because them is a call to Nebraska and than a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single m-state call so they can levy oxorbitant in- 
state access ckges .  Sucb fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell compames’ actual 
costs, which arc only a fraction of what they want to charge msumers. 

Prices are already nshg for gas, milk and other products. Consumcrs don’t necd higher prices for 
phone calls too. especially Whcn these higher rates represent a &Iatant giveaway io four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long hstance compmies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards baVE 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort tn protect ther customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now hme for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on +his issue. 

Sincmel y, 

Commissioner Michael J, Copps 
Commissioner Kevin I. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelsteiii 
Senator 
Scnator 



.Iuiy 16,2004 

Charman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Commuaications Commission 

Washington, Dc 20554 

Re: WC Docket,No 03-133 

Deaf Chairman Powdl. 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
hy the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent c u m t  rules 01) calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card Ifthoy succeed, it will rermlt in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for COTISU5‘IOKS who place the calls. A5 you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of c o n m e n  in mind rather than the pleadimp of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target tbose calls in which a calh uses a pre-paid calling ca td  and 
dials a toll-he number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, IS c o n n d  to a ‘‘plalfom’’ in another state -- let’s say in NBlxaska. From th is  
“platfomm,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. ?Ire caller then 
dials tho telephone number of someone in Virginia Current rules, as well as common sense. state 
that this represents two calls, one f k n  Virginiato Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both c a s  are subject to interstate access charges because there i s  a call to Nebraska and &en a 
separate call to Virginia 

But the Bell companies waut to beat this as a single in-state cd l  so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state acccss charges Such foos have no relatimshp whatsoever to the Bell compan~es’ actual 
costs, wluch are only a fraction of what they want to charge consmars. 

Pricos are already rising for gas. milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especinlly When these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

J am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this m e r .  It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in an the side orconsumers and show the Bell companies tbc door 
on this issue 

445 12th street, S.W. 

‘ 

Sincerely, - 
CCS: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abeniathy 

Commissionw Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J.  Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senatoi 


